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In Ontario, under the terms of the 1975 Heritage Act, each municipality may set up a Local Architectural Conservation Advisory Committee which is empowered to recommend the designation of buildings as architectural or historical monuments by the city council. One of the chief duties of such committees is preparing the background information on which such recommendations can be made.
In London the Committee was fortunately organized before the city began work on a major revision of the general plan. Accordingly, the Committee was ready to appoint two researchers and a supervisory subcommittee to make a detailed report on the West London and Central London Planning Districts which were the first to be revised. The work was done between June and October of 1975. As London was among the first in the province to conduct a survey under the terms of the Act, the approach and methods, the difficulties and lessons learned from the London survey may be of value in providing a model to other municipalities in Ontario and other provinces (under their heritage legislation) which contemplate conducting a survey in their community.
A. ORGANIZATION 1) Terms of Reference
In any such survey the terms of reference should provide that an examination be made of all buildings in the areas under study and that any previous surveys be taken into consideration. In London some preliminary work had been conducted by the Canadian Inventory of Historic Buildings (CIHB). From such researches, schedules may be prepared for consideration by the Committee, listing buildings 47 and areas worthy of consideration for inclusion under provincial designation or, possibly, some local form of protection through zoning or demolition delay through local by-laws. Also a listing of buildings may be noted which appear to be marginal for inclusion in the latter group.
2) Data Bank
It is advisable that research space and a special data bank be Before even touring the designated area(s), certain preparatory steps were taken. The CIHB computer list and microfilm were examined, establishing which buildings were in the areas of study.
Topographical maps were secured from the Planning Department and the buildings on the CIHB list were plotted. Data sheets were prepared incorporating the research information. (Sample copies are found at the end of this article.) A filing system for the data was organized by street and number.
Armed with the maps, walking surveys of the subject areas were made and all buildings on the CIHB list and all others in the district were examined. Some buildings on the CIHB list were consequently deleted and consideration was given to others not on the list. Wherever possible, internal examinations were made of the buildings. The architecture of the selected buildings was described and photographs were taken from different angles.
Returning to research, historical investigations were conducted on the structures selected. The sources employed included city directories, assessment roles, insurance plans, various other maps, bird's-eye views, published histories, pamphlets, newspapers, architectural plans and specifications books, pictures, and registry office records. Interviews were also conducted with residents of the areas, other knowledgeable people and members of the Planning Department, as noted. It is worthwhile to remember that interview information, gained from elderly community members, in some instances, must be carefully screened, as there is a tendency to overestimate the age and importance of buildings.
Comparable works on other cities were consulted. For Ontario, good examples were Margaret Angus on Kingston, Peter Stokes on Niagara, Eric Arthur on Toronto, and the pamphlets on Victorian Hamilton and Dundas.
2) Difficulties Encountered
Certain research difficulties are bound to be encountered.
For West and Central London, the major problem was a lack of time in which to do detailed research on every building. With so vast an area to cover in the four months allotted, it was possible to prepare only a basic historical check on most of the buildings.
Thus, the time factor limited the study to city directory searches at five year intervals, but it was found that they provided insufficient additional information to merit continuing this type of examination in the time that was available. CONDITION:
